by the graft of a disease then existing upon a group of disorders well known to the ancients, or whether it has existed in its present form from the earliest ages, is of little practical importance. Excepting by those writers who have a sort of personal interest in maintaining the last-named hypothesis, it is now generally acknowledged that no satisfactory evidence has ever been advanced in its proof; whilst the belief in the modern origin of the disease is strongly supported by historical testimony. We must protest, therefore, against the arbitrary conclusions of M. Desruelles advanced in support of the theoretical and practical views of his own party, which are grounded upon the assumed antiquity of the venereal disease, and consist in a repetition of the doctrine of Hensler, Swediaur, B. Bell, &c. His assertion, "that not only primary venereal affections, but vegetations, pustules, rhagades, dartres, and all the exanthemata now called syphilitic, were known to the ancients, and had been described before the epidemic of Naples," is not borne out by his own historical survey; whether the syphilis of the present day is identical, in all respects, with the epidemic of Naples, is another question. Passing over, therefore, the first two of the three epochs into which M. Desruelles divides the history of the disease, we shall take up the thread of his narrative at the commencement of his third epoch, and, with some assistance from other sources of information, endeavour to extract therefrom a brief sketch of its history during the last fifty years, a period in which a more correct knowledge of syphilis, and more sound principles of treatment, have been acquired than throughout the preceding three centuries. " Itwas about the year 1783," says M. D.," that many practitioners, from observing facts proving that venereal maladies are capable of cure by the unaided efforts of nature, were led to a more careful study of these affections; and, consulting the annals of science, could not but be struck with the vagueness and confusion which had hitherto reigned in the treatment. Hensler, Hunter, and Jourdan may justly be considered as the chiefs of this third epoch. The 
